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alone, unaccompanied by any further or-
ganic derangement.
The objection to Burns’ explanation of
the cause of a paroxysm of the morbus coeru-
leus, appear very just, though he has not
substituted any other for it. This writer
has stated, that it takes place from an accu-
mulation of blood in the arterial system, in-
duced more or less speedily, accordingly as
the heart is excited or not ; but it is evident,
that the relative proportions of oxygenised
blbod transmitted through the lungs, and of
venous blood, which passes through the
foramen ovale, will be exactly the same,
whether the heart be acting rapidly or
slowly.
In the 14th chapter, Dr. Holland asserts,
that sea sickness depends on pulmonary
congestion, and &deg;&deg; does not hesitate to affirm,
that there is, in every stage of nausea, an
increased quantity of blood in the chest,
and a diminution in the head ;" but to this
it may be objected, that sea-sickness is fre-
quently kept up by exercise, which tends to
lighten the lungs, by producing a determi-
nation of blood to the skin, and is relieved by
perfect quietude and opium, which have
nearly a contrary effect. We regret that
our limits do not allow us to notice the re-
maining chapters, the contents of which are
at least as interesting as those which we
have noticed. The work reflects credit on
the industry and research of the author.
CLAIMS OF M. CIVIALE TO THE INVENTION
OF LITHOTRITY.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;I have read with great and painful
surprise, in your last Number, a series of
statements, reflecting in very unmeasured
language, on the pretensions of Dr. Civiale
as a scientific man and amoral character. I
regret, exceedingly, that one gentleman
should have spoken so inconsiderately of
another, and particularly of one who has
merited so well, not only of his country and
of his age, but of the entire human family.
From the long and intimate relation in
which I have had the honour of standing to-
wards that truly meritorious individual,
having participated in the long series of his
brilliant operations, I feel bound, as well injustice as in gratitude, to defend him from
onmerited aspersion.
for the credit of M. Heurteloup, I could
have wished, most sincerely, that he hadrested for fame upon his own merits, andnot deemed it necessary, as an element of
success, to impugn the rights of Dr. Civiale,
as the author and inventor of the operation
and instrument employed for lithotrity; nay,
more, 1 would fain persuade myself that
most of the inaccuracies of which I complain,
have slided into print, between M. Heurte-
loup’s ignorance of our language, and mis-
apprehension on the part of your-reporter,else how could it have been stated that M.
Civiale was indebted to M. Le Roy (d’Eti-
olles) for the model of his instrument, or
that he had possessed himself of it surrep-
titiously ?
The article states that, five years ago,
M. Heurteloup, indignant at Civiale’s con-
duct towards M. Le Itoy, first turned his
attention to lithotrity ; yet M. Heurteloup’s
indignation did not, at the period he men-
tions, prevent him from inserting in the Ar-
chives G&eacute;n&eacute;rales, May, 1824, a highly lauda-
tory article, in which he thus expresses
himself :" The foregoing is a rapid expos6
of M. Civiale’s method .... For my own
part, hurried away by my enthusiasm at the
splendid results which M. Civiale has ob-
tained from the researches in which he has
been engaged since 1817, 1 have, &c."
M. Heurteloup concludes this article by
adopting the words of the report to the
Academy of Sciences, which are, " We are
of opinion that the new method proposed
by Dr. Civiale, for destroying the stone in
the bladder, without having recourse to the
cutting operation, is alike glorious for
French surgery, honourable for its author,
and consoling for humanity."
The facts of the case are as follows:-
M. Civiale, who had been previously oc-
cupied in constructing instruments for the
destruction of calculus in the bladder, ad-
dressed, in June, 1818, a memoir to the
minister of the interior, demanding an ad-
vance of money, to enable him to execute
instruments of his own invention, for de-
stroying stone in the bladder without cut-
ting. This memoir was transmitted a few
days afterwards, under the No. 20,639, to a
commission of the Faculty of Medicine, with
explanatory drawings. M. Civiale was im-
mediately informed by the minister of this
proceeding, and, on the 14th of the same
month, the Barons Chaussier and Percy
were appointed to report on the same. The
instrument, even then, was called a lithon-
triptor, and was executed the following year
by an artisan of Paris, with modifications
and improvements, so as to resemble, very
closely, the instrument now in nse. The re-
porters, in 1824, place this fact beyond
question, by the following expression :-
" Thus we can trace back to four or five
years the existence of this method."
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At what time, it will be asked, did M.
Le Roy publish his lithontriptic instrument ?
In 1822, a month after M. Amussat had
shown the possibility of effacing the curva.
tures of the urethra-a fact which M. Le
Roy affirms was the ground-work of his in-
ventive efforts, and of which he was igno-
rant (as he states himself) until M. Amussat
proclaimed it. Now the Egyptians seem tohave been aware of the fact ; the Romans
knew it; it was taught by Rameau, Lieu.
taud, and Santarelli, of Rome, in the last
century, and in the present it had been
demonstrated by Lassus, Montagu, Gruithui-
sen, Elderton of Northampton, (I believe,)
and by Civiale.
From what precedes, it is evident that
four years at least, intervened between the
presentation of M. Civiale’s memoir, and
the publication of M. Le Roy’s instrument.
The principal difference between the in-
ventions of these gentlemen was, that in-
stead of elastic branches, M. Le Roy pro-
posed watch-springs for seizing and fixing ’,
the stone in the bladder. But the applica-’
tion of this instrument was impossible ; and
so convinced was M. Le Roy himself on
this point, that he soon after substituted for I
the watch-springs, a branch pincers resem-
bling that of M. Civiale. It is, however,
important to remark that this change of
M. Le Roy’s instrument, was not made till
M. Civiale’s method and operations were
generally known. A passage from Baron
Percy’s letter to M. Le Roy on this subject,
and published by the latter, places this
point beyond the reach of cavilling. " I
have in my possession," writes Baron Percy,
one of the little watch-springs, for which
you have substituted the pincers of Franco’s
relation ; you let it drop in my room when
you came to show me your instruments,
with which, assuredly, you could not have
performed one of those brilliant operations
of which M. Civiale made us witnesses."
This change, however, was not a fortunate
one for M. Le Roy ; for the extremities of
the branches not being sufficiently curved,
it was scarcely possible to avoid pinching
the bladder, in the attempt to seize the
stone; and, accordingly, M. Le Roy in-
forms us that this accident happened in the
case of a woman, upon whom he made the
first application of his instrument in April,
1824. He tells us, " he could not seize the
stone; that the bladder was pinched ; that
there was great difficulty to withdraw the
instrument ; that the patient afterwards sub-
mitted to be cut, and that she died: ’-(See
page 149 of his work.)We may now infer which of these gentle-
men copied from the other : but this is not
the only fact connected with the imitation
of Civiale’s instrument.
M. Civiale’s first instruments had no pro-
vision for preventing the water injected into
the bladder, from flowing out during the
operation. His experiments on living ani-
mals pointed out the necessity of remedying
this defect. The same defect eriated in
M. Le Roy’s instrument, to correct which
he again copies from Civiale.
M. Le Roy himself could not shut Lii
eyes to the evidence of M. Civiale’s claims:
he avowed that he had previously assarra
himself, by reading M. Civiale’s memoir,
that M. Civiale had proposed, in 1813, a
pincers, with elastic branches, for seizing,
the stone, and a stilette or perforator to rt:
duce it. Such an avowal places M. Le lloy
in a very awkward predicament.
Now I put it to any honest man, on the
facts I have stated, to say which of those
gentlemen is guilty of the plagiary? Whose
is the invention of lithotrity Where now
are the grounds of M. Heurteloup’s indig-
nation!
It should not be overlooked,that the com.
missaries, Barons Chaussier and Percy, n6a
drew up their report in 1824, were the same
who had been appointed to report on his
Memoir in 1818. These honourable men
did not hesitate to speak of this method asCiviale’s, or to say that M. Civiale " had
arrived the first."
’, Touching the prizes awarded by the Aca-
demy of Sciences, the facts are as follows:-
In 1824, the Academy adopted [the report, in
which M. Civiale’s claims are judged. In
1825, the Academy promised prizes for the
most favourable results of litbottitv. li:
1826, the Academy, not judging the moment
favourable for the distribution of prizes,
distributed titles of encouragement only,
awarding to Dr. Civiale 6000 francs, and to
M. J. Le Roy d’Eiiolles, 2000 francs. Ir
1827, the Academy granted 10,000 francs to
M. Civiale, and amedal of encouragement to
M. Le Roy, of the value of 2000 francs. In
1828, Baron Heurteloup obtained a prize
for improvements in the instruments, ca
condition of publishing his instruments to-
gether with the cases in which they had
been employed. He has not complied v.i.L
this condition, and consequently, as 1 hav
been informed, the prize is in abeyance,
And here let me add, that it is incorrect to
say, that the title of Baron was conferred 
him, for his merit as an operator for the
stone. This title descends from M. lleuv
teloup’s late father, on whom it was con-
ferred by Buonaparte. The only title 
ferred by the French sovereign for m-rit ::
a lithotritist, was that of Knight or t!.;
Legion of Honour on M. Civiale.
I fear, Sir, I trespass too largely upon
your columns. The defence of Dr. CiT.-2:
has led me very far, and yet an important
part of my subject still remains.
Ist, It is incorrect to state, that rer:&euml;:::.
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tion is bad recourse to for the destruction of
small stones. When stones do not exceed
the size of a hazel nut, they are crushed at
once by the united pressure of the perfora-
tor and the claws. As to the entanglement
of the claws with the three-branch instru-
ment, I have never seen it happen, and I
believe I am warranted in saying, that if such
an accident were likely to occur, I should
have seen it. It is, however, matter of no-
toriety, that this accident has happened to
Professor Lallement, of Montpellier, whose
dexterity in operating is well known, with
M. Heurteloup’s four-branch instrument.
The details of the case have been published
by M. Lallement.2d. The instrument &agrave; virgule, is far infe-
rior to the perforator shown last year in this
country, by my friend Dr. Pecchioli. It is
applicable to only about an eighth of the
calculous patients susceptible of cure by
this method. It is too weak for safe use in
ordinary cases.
3d. The value of the four branch pincers
is exemplified by Professor Lallement’s
case. The objections to it may form the
subject of a subsequent observation. The
pince &agrave; forceps, formerly called the pirace I
servante, which comes in for so much admi- I
ration, consists of nineteen pieces. Civiale’s
instrument may not, from its simplicity,
stand so high in the estimation of some peo-
pie, as it consists only of six pieces.
4th. The brise coque was, no doubt, ne-
cessary to complete the ensemble of the
theory. I shall only make one observation
on this instrument. If the three-branch
instrument adapts itself without the neces-
sity of perforation, to fragments or small
calculi, what is to become of the brise
coque ? Of course it must share the fate of
all the brise coques that have gone before
it, not excepting even Dr. Civiale’s.
The sense of the profession in France is
shown in the simple fact, that in March
last, when Professor Baron Dubois, whose
character is sufficiently known in this coun-
try, was to be operated upon for the stone,
he gave the preference to Civiale and his
simple instruments, and when his cure was
affected, he addressed, through the medium
of the medical and literary journals, a most
Battering letter to the Professor, and in
which he speaks of the operation as one" to
which M. Civiale has irrevocably attached
his name." &raquo;
The foregoing observations would never
ha-;e been submitted to the public, if the wri-
ter alone had been concerned ; but when a
man, whose talents have been of such eminent
Ltilitv to science and mankind generally,
was so unfairly stigmatised as a char-
latan, it became the duty of one who has
Lad so many opportunities of judging of Ci-
viale’s skill, to set the public right upon the
subject, and defend his character from un-just attacks.
J have the honour to be, &c.
W. B. COSTELLO.
103, Jermyn Street, St. James’s,
August 4th, 1829.
OSPEDALE DI FERRARA.
SUCCESSFUL TREATMENT OF ANEURISM BY
THE TEMPORARY APPLICATION OF A LI-
GATURE.
MARrANO CERVELLATI, 3Btat. 22, of a ro-
bust constitution, was, on the 21st of July,
1828, bled from the left arm by an unskilful
surgeon, who divided the artery along with
the vein, so that violent haemorrhage ensued,
which was ultimately arrested by strong
compression. The external wound speedily
healed, and the patient resumed his former
occupation, but was, a short time afterwards,
obliged to give it up again, on account of a
tumour which appeared under the cicatrix.
On his admission into the hospital on the
7th of September, the aneurism being very
painful, and of the size of a turkey’s egg, he
was repeatedly bled, ordered spare diet, and
had ice placed on the tumour ; the further
development of which being, however, not
retarded by these remedies, the operation
was performed on the 17th of September by
Dr.Malago. An incision having been made
along the internal margin of the biceps,
about an inch above the tumour, the artery
was isolated, and a ligature applied to it,
with a small cylinder of adhesive plaster,
according to Scarpa’s method ; the two ex-
tremities of the ligature were twisted until
pulsation was imperceptible, both in the
tumour and the radial artery: the edges of the
wound were brought into close contact. Im-
mediately after the operation, the patient felt
a sensation of cold in the left hand, accom-
panied by tingling and numbness. IIe was
twice bled on the same day, and a third
time the following morning. Tliirty-five
hours after the operation, obscure pulsations
were felt at the wrist, and sixty hours after-
wards, the ligature was loosened and with-
drawn together with the cylinder. No un-
favourable symptom was observed after the
operation ; there was hardly any fever ; the
tumour diminished in size, and the sensation
of cold in the hand disappeared ; the numb-
ness continued, however, for about twelve
days, after which the limb had reacquired
its usual sensibility. After the removal of
the ligature the wound soon cicatrised, so
that on the 7th of October the patient was
discharged cured, the tumour being then
reduced to a third of its former size.&mdash;Nuovo
Mercurio deile Scienze Mediche.
